South Lancashire Fisheries Advisory Committee 20th October, 1976. by unknown
North W est 
Water Authority
Dawson House, Great Sankey 
Warrington WA5 3LW 
Telephone Penketh 4321
13th October, 1976
To: Members of the South Lancashire 
Fisheries Advisory Committee 
(Messrs. R. D. Houghton (Chairman);
R. A. F. Barnes; T. A. Blackledge;
R. Farrington; J. Johnson;
R. H. Wiseman; Dr. R. B. Broughton; 
Professor W. E. Kershaw; and the 
Chairman of the Authority (P. J. Liddell); 
the Vice Chairman of the Authority 
(J. A. Foster); and the Chairman of the 
Regional Fisheries Advisory Committee 
(J. R. S. Watson)(ex officio)).
A meeting of the SOUTH LANCASHIRE FISHERIES ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
will be held at 2.30 p.m. on WEDNESDAY, 20TH OCTOBER, 1976, at the 
LANCASHIRE AREA OFFICE of the RIVERS DIVISION, 48 WEST CLIFF, PRESTON 
for the consideration of the following business.
1. Appointment of Chairman.
2. Apologies for Absence.
3. Minutes of the last meeting (previously circulated).
4. Fish stocking by the Authority.
5. Drought Situation.
6. Granting of leases for angling on Authority waters.
7. Fisheries in the ownership of the Authority.
8. Report by Area Fisheries Officer on fisheries activities.
9. Any other business.
Dear Sirs
Yours faithfully
G. W. SHAW
Director of Administration
A G E N D A
I te m  M o. 4
SOUTH LANCASHIRE 
FISHERIES ADVISORY COMMITTEE
2QTH OCTOBER, 1976
FISH STOCKING BY THE AUTHORITY
NORTH WEST WATER AUTHORITY
1. I n t r o d u c t io n
From tim e  to  t im e ,  a t  m e e tin g s  o f  F i s h e r i e s  A d v iso ry  
C o m m ittee s , members h av e  e n q u ir e d  a b o u t p o l ic y  in  r e l a t i o n  t o  t r o u t  
s to c k in g  by  th e  A u th o r i ty .
E x a m in a tio n  o f  t h i s  q u e s t io n  on a  r e g io n a l  b a s i s  h a s  r e s u l t e d  
i n  th e  p r o d u c t io n  o f  t h i s  p a p e r , w hich  c o v e rs  s to c k in g  n o t  o n ly  
w i th  t r o u t  b u t  w i th  f r e s h w a te r  f i s h ,  and w hich  p u ts  fo rw a rd  p ro ­
p o s a ls  f o r  A u th o r i ty  p o l i c y  in  r e l a t i o n  t o  su c h  w ork when u n d e r ta k e n  
by  th e  A u th o r i ty .
In  c o n s id e r in g  w hat a t t i t u d e  th e  A u th o r i ty  s h o u ld  ta k e  on th e  
q u e s t io n  o f  s to c k in g ,  and w hat p o l i c y  i t  s h o u ld  a d o p t , i t  may be  
u s e f u l  t o  c o n s id e r  th e  b ack g ro u n d  t o  t h e  n e e d  f o r  s to c k in g .
2 . B ackground
O ver th e  p a s t  25 y e a r s , f i s h i n g  p r e s s u r e  on p u b l i c ,  c lu b  and 
a s s o c i a t i o n  w a te r  h a s  in c r e a s e d  en o rm o u sly . In  t h e  c a s e  o f  c o a r s e  
f i s h e r i e s , t h i s  h a s  had  r e l a t i v e l y  l i t t l e  im p a c t upon s t o c k s , a s  
f i s h  a r e  a lm o s t  i n v a r i a b l y  r e tu r n e d  t o  th e  w a te r  a t  th e  end o f  a 
f i s h i n g  s e s s i o n .  In  th e  c a s e  o f  t r o u t , h o w ev er, w h ic h , l i k e  salm on 
and  s e a  t r o u t , a r e  n o rm a lly  ta k e n  f o r  co n sum ption  o r  s a l e  (and 
r i s i n g  v a lu e s  h av e  p ro b a b ly  te n d e d  t o  make th e  l a t t e r  u se  in c r e a s in g ly  
a t t r a c t i v e ) , i t  a p p e a rs  t h a t ,  on many w a t e r s , s to c k s  h av e  d e c re a s e d , 
i n  some c a s e s  a la r m in g ly ,  so  t h a t ,  i n c r e a s i n g ly ,  a n g le r s  have  h ad  t o  
depend  upon s to c k in g  t o  m a in ta in  t h e i r  s p o r t .  T h e re  a r e ,  o f  c o u r s e , 
e x c e p t io n s  t o  t h i s  s i t u a t i o n  w here  c a r e f u l  m anagem ent, l i m i t a t i o n  o f  
f i s h i n g  e f f o r t  o r  s t r i c t l y  e n fo r c e d  bag  l i m i t s  -  o r  a  c o m b in a tio n  o f  
a l l  t h r e e  -  h a s  m a in ta in e d  th e  s to c k  a t  a  l e v e l  c a p a b le  o f  m ee tin g  
th e  demands p la c e d  upon i t .  T h is  p o s i t i o n  i s  m ore r e a d i l y  a t t a i n e d  
on e n c lo s e d  w a t e r s , and many o f  th e  e x i s t i n g  s t i l l - w a t e r  f i s h e r i e s  
i n  B r i t a i n  a r e  good exam ples o f  w h a t may b e  a c h ie v e d . On su ch  
w a t e r s , s to c k in g  w ith  t a k e a b le  t r o u t  up t o  a  c o n s id e r a b le  s i z e  i s  
c a r r i e d  on th ro u g h o u t  th e  s e a s o n  and an  a n n u a l ’ t a k e ' o f  a s  much as 
75% o f  th e  f i s h  in t r o d u c e d  h a s  b e e n  r e c o r d e d . On r i v e r s , how ever, 
su ch  work i s  c o m p lic a te d ,  and  i t s  e f f e c t i v e n e s s  r e d u c e d , by th e  f a c t  
t h a t  t h e r e  i s  n o th in g  t o  p r e v e n t  in t r o d u c e d  f i s h  from  m oving away, 
u s u a l ly  d ow nstream , from  th e  a r e a  i n t o  w h ich  th e y  w ere  r e l e a s e d .
The d i r e c t  v a lu e  o f  s to c k in g  t o  an  i n d iv i d u a l  c lu b  o r  ow ner i s  th u s  
a r g u a b le , and  i f  a  W ater A u th o r i ty  i s  c a r r y in g  o u t  a l l  o r  p a r t  o f  
th e  s to c k in g ,  t h e  d e s i r a b i l i t y  o f  f in a n c in g  work o f  silch  d u b io u s  
v a lu e  from  p u b l i c  fu n d s  c o u ld  b e  c a l l e d  in  q u e s t io n .  A t th e  same 
t im e , work o f  t h i s  k in d  h a s  a  d i s p r o p o r t i o n a t e l y  h ig h  p u b l ic  r e l a t i o n s  
v a lu e .  I f  a W ater A u th o r i ty  s u p p l i e s  f i s h  f o r  s to c k in g  a  c lu b  w a te r ,  
members f e e l  t h a t  th e y  a r e  " g e t t i n g  so m e th in g  f o r  t h e i r  l i c e n c e  f e e " , 
and  t h a t  t h e i r  f i s h e r y  i s  b e in g  im proved  (w h e th e r o r  n o t  t h i s  i s  
t r u e )  -  d e s p i t e  th e  f a c t  t h a t  th e  l i c e n c e  f e e ,  w h ich  i s  in te n d e d  t o  
c o n t r i b u t e  t o  t h e  c o s t  o f  many a c t i v i t i e s  b e s id e s  s t o c k i n g , r e p r e s e n t s  
th e  c o s t  to d a y  o f  o n ly  f i v e  10" t r o u t , and  t h e r e  m ust b e  few s e r io u s  
t r o u t  a n g le r s  who do n o t  c a tc h  more f i s h  th a n  t h a t  in  t h e  c o u rs e  o f  
a  s e a s o n .
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3. Difficulties of Former River Authorities
Even in the time of the former River Authorities, when the 
areas of individual Authorities were much smaller than those of 
the Regional Water Authorities, problems arose over the question 
of stocking by an Authority. A number of different clubs and 
associations - apart from individual riparian owners - might have 
lengths of fishing on a particular river, and on a large river 
the number of such different interests could be considerable. If, 
as part of some annual stocking programme, trout or coarse fish, 
according to the nature of the water, were introduced by an 
Authority into the waters of some clubs, but not into those of 
others, the latter usually felt that they had been discriminated 
against - and did not hesitate to say so. The limiting factor in 
any work of this kind was usually a financial one, which some 
Authorities tried to overcome, so far as trout were concerned, by 
operating their own fish farms. This arrangement, while certainly 
convenient, was not necessarily a true economy, since costs tended 
to be concealed within the Authority's finances. Coarse fish were 
usually obtained by netting or electro-fishing on waters where the 
owner wished to have their numbers reduced, e.g. an over-stocked 
lake, or waters managed as trout fisheries.
When it is remembered that, in 1975 for example, trout intro­
duced by clubs and individuals in the area of the former Lancashire 
River Authority alone totalled more than 70,000, the scale on which 
stocking with these fish is carried out will be appreciated. With 
the emphasis on stocking, principally with takeable trout, the cost 
last year was probably in the region of £30,000. Assuming rather 
less stocking in the former Cumberland River Authority area, and 
considerably less in the former Mersey and Weaver River Authority 
area, the total cost last year of introduced trout may, nevertheless, 
have exceeded £50,000 for the Region. For the Authority to accept 
responsibility, as has been suggested in some quarters, for all or 
the major part of, trout stocking is clearly impracticable on 
financial grounds alone. How then, could the problem be approached?
4. Migratory Fish
In the case of migratory fish, the rearing and introduction of 
young fish into suitable river systems is justified on the grounds 
that returning adults are available to be taken by netsmen (if any) 
and by anglers throughout the greater part of the river's length.
Any work aimed at improving the runs of these fish entering the 
river is thus of benefit to the fisheries of the river as a whole - 
with the possible exception of the upper waters to which fish may 
not penetrate until after the end of the fishing season, and then 
only to spawn.
5. Non-migratory Trout and Coarse Fish
Where non-migratory trout or coarse fish are concerned, the 
position is entirely different since the benefit (if any) accruing 
from their introduction is necessarily a local one. However, in 
view of the Authority's statutory responsibilities for fisheries, 
it may reasonably be assumed that the carrying out by the Authority 
of a certain amount of stocking work is a legitimate and necessary 
part of its fisheries activities. The salient questions relate to 
the scope of this activity, the financing of it, the identification
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of waters which should properly be stocked and the source of the 
fish with which to carry out the stocking. These points are dis­
cussed below in relation to situations in which stocking might be 
considered.
(i) Stocking after Pollution
Restoration of a fishery after the occurrence of a 
fish mortality, which can be attributed solely to pol­
lution from the Authority's activities, is clearly a 
responsibility which should be accepted in full by the 
Authority. The obtaining of the necessary fish - be 
they trout or coarse fish - and their introduction into 
the water should be undertaken by the Fisheries Department 
of the Rivers Division.
Other fish mortalities will occur from time to time 
as a result of pollutions, the blame for which cannot 
readily be attributed to a particular source. In such 
cases allocation of responsibility is often a lengthy 
process and in some instances, indeed, is never achieved. 
Thus the owners or tenants of fisheries are all too often 
the only losers. If there is a clear cut court case where 
the polluter is prosecuted and a conviction obtained, there 
are firm grounds on which a claim fdr compensation by owner 
or tenant can be based. In these circumstances, any move 
by the Authority to re-stock the affected water, in col- 
laboration with owner or tenant, on the basis that the 
re-stocking is carried out without prejudice to any right 
of recovery from the convicted polluter, can help to pro- 
duce early restoration of the fishery. A re-stocking 
arrangement, however, necessarily involves inclusion in 
the Fisheries budget of a provision to meet this possible 
cost which may, or may not, be utilised during the year.
(ii) Stocking of Authority's Own Waters
The Authority currently manages a small number of 
fisheries of its own on rivers and rather more fisheries 
on its own reservoirs. These fisheries are usually operated 
on a permit basis and, where there is any significant 
fishing pressure on the water, stocking - particularly with 
trout - is required. In the case of the Authority's river 
fisheries which are on waters which are primarily game fish 
waters, stocking with coarse fish, in addition to the stocks 
which exist naturally in these waters, is unacceptable.
In the case of reservoirs, where natural spawning 
grounds for trout are either limited or non-existent, 
stocking is likely to be the only means of maintaining 
the fishery, and may have to be not only quite ‘extensive, 
but spread out over the fishing season to ensure that the 
stock in the water is not unduly depleted well before the 
end of the season.
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As manager of a fishery, the Authority has a respon- 
sibility to ensure that it offers to its permit-holders a 
reasonable potential for satisfactory sport. On a large, 
lightly-fished water such as Haweswater, the natural stock 
will probably be adequate to achieve this for some time 
ahead. On smaller and more intensively fished waters, 
such as the river fisheries and reservoirs at Longdendale 
and Rivington, only regular introduction of fish can main- 
tain an acceptable level of stock, and such work should 
carry considerable priority. The cost of stocking should 
be met from the funds of the Division managing the fishery, 
but the Fisheries Department of the Rivers Division should 
advise oh stocking levels, etc.
(iii) Stocking of Waters Generally within the Region
The extent - if any - to which the Authority should 
accept responsibility (beyond that suggested in (i) above) 
for stocking waters which it does not manage or control is 
a difficult one. On the one hand, if full responsibility 
were to be accepted, the Authority would be likely, as is 
indicated earlier in this paper, to be accepting a financial 
commitment disproportionately large in relation to that 
involved in carrying out its other fisheries functions. On 
the other hand, if no. stocking at all is carried out, it 
could be contended that the Authority was neglecting its 
statutory responsibilities for the maintenance and improve- 
ment of fisheries. A further complication could arise if 
the Authority were to set up its own fish farms in order to 
supply substantial numbers of fish for general stocking.
From replies received to a letter recently sent to 
Regional Fisheries Officers of other Water Authorities it 
is clear that they are taking considerable care, in the 
distribution of any fish produced in their own farms, to 
ensure that the allegation cannot be made against them 
that they are in direct competition with commercial fish 
farmers. Fish from Authority-owned farms are used almost 
entirely for stocking Authorities own waters, mainly 
reservoirs, and only relatively small surpluses are sold 
to the public either for stocking or for human consumption. 
It is clear that the supply of fish for stocking club, 
association and private waters is generally regarded as the 
field of the commercial fish farmer.
This is not to say, however, that the Authority might 
not make some general contribution in the field of stocking. 
It would be possible to hatch and rear trout and to release 
them as fed fry or fingerlings into tributary streams for 
the general benefit of the river system concerned, in much 
the same way that salmon and sea trout fry are reared and 
released. The drawback to such a scheme, however, lies in 
the fact that few tributaries do not already contain, or 
give access to, natural spawning trout, and thus carry their 
own juvenile populations. Unless these are well below the 
carrying capacity of the water - a point which is usually 
very difficult to assess - the addition of further young 
fish can only produce imbalance between stock, living space 
and food, and may result is substantial fry mortality.
On a much smaller scale, trout removed in the course 
of preparing nursery streams for the release of salmon and 
sea trout fry can be re-distributed to fishing areas. How- 
ever, the numbers involved are unlikely to Be sufficient 
to do more than relatively small local stocking, and perhaps 
to cause friction with clubs who have not received an 
allocation of fish. Despite this problem, however, there 
seems no reason why fish from this source should not be 
distributed in the area where they are obtained, provided 
that the owner of the water from which they are removed has 
no objection.
There will always be occasions when it may be desirable, 
as part of some survey or investigation, to release consider- 
able numbers of trout or coarse fish into a water, probably 
with a dye mark or other means of identification on them, 
and such action is clearly well within the Authority's 
statutory powers.
Stocking with Coarse Fish
Much controversy has long existed over the merits and demerits 
of coarse fish stocking. By reason of their fecundity, and environ- 
mental requirements for spawning, together with the fact that, when 
caught, they are not normally removed permanently from the water; 
given a reasonably suitable habitat, coarse fish can quickly build 
up a large, self-supporting population, particularly in still or 
slow-flowing waters.
It has long been held by many anglers that the best cure for 
poor or deteriorating fishing results is to re-stock. In fact, under 
these conditions, re-stocking can sometimes be damaging to a fishery 
as when, for example, over-population or disease is the cause of the 
decline. Equally, however, stocking can be important to the success 
of a fishery as in the case of a new water or the introduction of a 
species which is absent from the water, apart from restoration of a 
fishery after pollution - probably the most frequent situation and 
one which genuinely requires stocking to be carried out.
Coarse fish for stocking can be obtained, at a cost usually 
considerably greater than that of trout, from a very limited number 
of suppliers. An alternative source is pools in which natural 
breeding takes place, the stocks being netted out as required, 
leaving mature fish to continue breeding. Efforts are being made 
to establish a number of these pools in the predominantly coarse 
fishing areas. In view of the restricted commercial supplies of 
coarse fish in relation to the demand which exists for them, it 
appears unlikely that the use by the Authority of coarse fish stock 
pools to help to supply the needs of clubs will lead, at any rate 
in the foreseeable future, to conflict with commercial interests, 
particularly in view of the near-impossibility of obtaining any 
supplies from the Continent, where such fish are more readily 
available, by reason of import restrictions imposed by the Ministry 
of Agriculture, Fisheries and Food in the interests of control of 
the spread of fish disease to this country.
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7. Summary and Recommendations
As future policy, therefore, it is recommended that:-
(a) The Authority should be free to undertake restocking 
in order to restore a fishery, destroyed or damaged 
by pollution from a sewage treatment works or other 
installation operated by the Authority.
(b) The Authority stock, as necessary, waters including 
reservoirs which it owns or leases, where fishing 
is made available on permit to the public.
(c) In order to meet the commitments at (a) and (b) 
above, the Authority should be able to buy from 
commercial sources, to use existing facilities, or 
to set up new facilities as may be considered most 
effective and convenient for the purpose.
(d) In the case of coarse fish, once facilities have 
been established, the Authority should be free to 
supply fish to clubs for restocking their waters.
(e) On waters other than those which they own or control, 
the Authority at its own discretion, and with the 
prior consent of the owners, carry out any stocking 
which may appear necessary for the maintenance, 
improvement and development of fisheries, and in 
doing so, should be free to obtain fish for that 
purpose from whatever source may appear most suitable.
(f) The question of charging for the supply of fish should 
be considered on its merits in each case and any charge 
made should be broadly in line with current market 
prices for the fish involved.
Jtem No. 5
SOUTH LANCASHIRE 
FISHERIES ADVISORY COMMITTEE
20TH OCTOBER, 1976
DROUGHT SITUATION
NORTH WEST WATER AUTHORITY
1. As a result of the drought situation prevailing this summer, 
the Government decided that additional statutory powers were 
required to assist Water Authorities in water conservation, and 
in consequence the Drought Act, 1976, was passed on 6th August, 
1976.
2. The Act enables Water Authorities to apply to the Minister 
for Drought Orders to prohibit or limit prescribed uses of water, 
vary compensation water provisions and supply water by stand-pipes 
or water tanks.
3: Because of the situation prevailing in the Authority's Area
application was made for an Order to cover the whole of the North 
West Region, resulting in the granting of the North West Water 
Authority (Prescribed Uses)(Drought) Order, 1976, which came into 
operation on 17th September, 1976. Members will be familiar with 
details of the prohibitions imposed by the Order which have in 
fact now been lifted.
4. In addition to these prohibitions applications have been made
for Orders under Section 1(3)(e) of the Act, authorising reduction 
of compensation water or variations of similar requirements as set 
out in the Appendix hereto.
APPENDIX
DROUGHT SITUATION
List of waters in the South Lancashire Area in respect 
of which applications have been made to the Secretary of 
State for Orders under Section 1 of the Drought Act, 1976, 
to reduce prescribed flows in rivers or to reduce the 
quantity of compensation water from reservoirs.
(N.B.: In addition, the Authority is considering making 
application for an Order in respect of Laneshaw 
Reservoir for a reduction in the quantity of actual 
compensation water now flowing into the River 
Laneshaw (at present 0.28 mgd on every day except 
Sunday)).
Lake or Reservoir ReceivingWatercourse
Actual Compensation 
Water
Reduced Compensation 
Water
Present State of 
Order
Stocks Reservoir River Hodder October-April - 3 mgd ) 
May-September - 4 mgd )
2 mgd Order came into force 
on 30th September, 
1976
Lower Coldwell Reservoir Catlow Brook 200,000 gd 50,000 gd Awaiting approval
Blackmoss Reservoir Blackmoss Water 782,000 gd 264,000 gd Withdrawn
Walverden Reservoir Catlow Brook 540,000 gallons in each 
working day of 12 hours
340,000 gallons in each 
working day of 12 hours
Withdrawn
Watercourse
Present flow above which 
abstraction by the Authority 
is authorised
Reduced flow above which 
abstraction by the Authority 
is authorised
Present State of 
Order
Rivers Brennand and 
Whitendale
1.35 mgd 
(River Dunsop)
0.75 mgd Order came into force 
on 30th September, 
1976
In addition to the applications listed above, the Authority have applied to the Secretary of State for an Order 
under Section 1 of the Drought Act, 1976, to authorise them for a maximum period ending on 28th February, 1977, to abstract 
water below the minimum flows in the Langden and Hareden streams to which they are presently subject as follows:-
Under Section 18 of the Preston Corporation Act, 1947, the amount of water the Authority can abstract from the 
Langden and Hareden streams is limited according to the combined flows in these two streams as follows
Combined flows in both streams Authority may abstract
(a) 0-3 million gallons per day (mgd) Nil
(b) 3-8 mgd Flows in excess of 3 mgd up to 5 mgd.
(c) above 8 mgd 5 mgd + h of the flows in excess of 8 mgd
subject to a maximum of 24 mgd.
The application is to reduce temporarily this figure of 3 mgd wherever it appears in (a) and (b) above to 1.25 mgd 
and correspondingly- to increase temporarily the figure of 5 mgd in (b) and- (c) above to 6.75 mgd.
Item No. 6
SOUTH LANCASHIRE 
FISHERIES ADVISORY COMMITTEE
20TH OCTOBER, 1976
GRANTING OF LEASES FOR 
ANGLING ON AUTHORITY WATERS
NORTH WEST WATER AUTHORITY
A letter has been received from the Lancashire Fisheries 
Consultative Association expressing the view that angling 
associations should be able to obtain satisfactory periods of 
tenure on waters leased by the Authority in order that they may 
usefully plan in the longer term and also enjoy the benefits of 
Sports Council grants.
Although at the present time the Officers have this matter 
under consideration, pending the formulation of a recreational 
policy by the Authority, any proposals for the renewal of long 
term angling leases are submitted initially to the Authority's 
Recreation Sub-Committee for their consideration.
However except for special cases where the question of 
grant-aid might be involved, it is the present policy of the 
Authority to grant extensions of existing leases for angling on 
waters in the ownership of the Authority for periods of twelve 
months only.
NORTH WEST WATER AUTHORITY
SOUTH LANCASHIRE 
FISHERIES ADVISORY COMMITTEE
2QTH OCTOBER, 1976
FISHERIES IN THE OWNERSHIP OF THE AUTHORITY
At the last meeting of the Regional Committee on 19th July, 
1976 (Minute No. 4(d)(i)) the recommendations of this Committee 
regarding Fisheries in the Ownership of the Authority (Minute No. 
25, of 30th June, 1976) were approved subject to (1) recommendation
(2) of that Minute being amended to read:-
"Match fishing be allowed on Sundays only, at a 
charge of 50p per peg per day in the stretch 
of water defined (1 above, subject to a maxi­
mum of 35 pegs."
and (ii), (Minute No. 4(d)(2))
"that no restocking with coarse fish in the Mitton 
Fishery be carried out in any circumstances."
NORTH WEST WATER AUTHORITY
SOUTH LANCASHIRE 
FISHERIES ADVISORY COMMITTEE
20TH OCTOBER, 1976
REPORT BY AREA FISHERIES OFFICER 
ON FISHERIES ACTIVITIES
1. The Effect of the Hot Summer on Fisheries
Members will be aware of the adverse effect which the unusually 
prolonged dry spell has had on fishing. Temperatures, pH and dis­
solved oxygen levels in rivers and other fisheries have been main­
tained for long periods at near lethal limits. Many small feeder 
streams have dried out and in many more, flows have been reduced to 
a mere trickle.
So far as it is known, no mortalities in fish stocks in rivers 
have occurred which can be directly attributed to temperature, 
natural pH or dissolved oxygen levels. Fry populations, mainly 
those of non-migratory and migratory trout would perish in those 
streams which dried out. In those streams where some flow was 
maintained but the wetted area was considerably reduced, fish would 
be exposed to predation by birds.
2. Artificial Propagation
In spite of adverse conditions of high temperatures, which at 
times were near the lethal limit, and extremely low river flow, the 
fry being developed at the Langcliffe Hatchery have made good pro­
gress throughout the rearing season. Apart from one batch of about
10,000 fry which suffered high mortalities at the period when they 
were coming on to feed, there have been no excessive mortalities 
experienced this year. The following stock has been planted in the 
Rivers Ribble and Hodder
SALMON
Unfed Fry Ribble 22,500
Fed Fry Ribble
Hodder
58,000
20, 000
Approximately 42,500 parr left at Langcliffe
SEA TROUT
Unfed Fry Hodder 39,500
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3. Fish Monitoring Stations
Locks Weir Fish Monitoring Station
No fish have been recorded at this counting 
Waddow Weir Fish Monitoring Station
Month Fish Numbers 
(Over 4 lbs)
May 16
June 8
July 105
August 2
Total for year to 
1st September 131
Winkley Fish Monitoring Station
Month Fish Numbers 
. (Over 4 lbs)
May
June
July
August
Total for year to 
1st September
4. Fish Mortalities 
Location
Cocker House 
Bridge, Cocker 
Brook
Lodge at Paper 
Mill, Roach 
Bridge
Lancs. Canal, 
Salwick
River Ribble, 
Henthorne
Lodge at Weld 
Bank Mills, 
Chorley
Common Bank 
Lodge, Chorley
Number Species Date
100 Sticklebacks 11.6.76
65 Brown Trout 12.6.76
about Bream, Tench, 25.6.76 
200 Roach & Pike
up to Chub, Dace, 10.7.76
3,000 Roach, Eels 
& Sea Trout
1,500 Roach, Gudgeon 7.7.76 
& Sticklebacks
Few Sticklebacks 7.7.76
3
155
140
74
372
station yet.
Cause 
Silage pollution
Farm effluent
Suspected silage 
pollution
Pollution from 
Clitheroe Sewage 
Works
High Temperature 
and low D.O.
Algal Bloom
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Location
River Brun
Boundary Brook 
Southport
Coarse Fish Transfers
Six hundred perch were netted from Sunnyhurst Reservoir and 
transferred to a lodge at the Standish Bleach Company, to replace 
fish lost in a fish mortality last year.
Poaching
Due to the small numbers of migratory fish present in the Ribble 
system, poaching has been at a lower level then in the last few years. 
Whilst some incidents of poaching activity have been reported or 
detected, no gangs have been apprehended by the bailiffing staff.
Langcliffe Hatchery
At the present time 12 rearing tanks are operational at the 
Hatchery, the remaining tanks being out of commission due to the 
dangerous state of the staging. The success of this year's hatching 
and rearing season justifies consideration of whether more tanks 
should be put back into working order. It is suggested that the 
number of operational tanks should be brought up to 25. This will 
involve replacing the staging supporting a further 13 tanks and 
also staging supporting the early-feeding troughs and eventually 
the hatchery building. This would be necessary to make the instal­
lation a single unit and for ease of working. The staging supporting 
the 12 tanks which are operational at the present time was erected 
by the bailiffing staff using tanalized timber. There is sufficient 
money in the Langcliffe Hatchery estimates to purchase timber to 
rebuild the staging under the additional 13 tanks.
Number Species Date Cause
50+ Trout, Stone 27.8.76 Not known
Many Loach, Minnows
6 Pike 8.9.76 Possible disease
